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Tae Four Inns or Court have celebrated the mar- 
riage of the Prince of Wales by d entertainments. 
The Middle Temple naturally took the initiative, as his 
Royal Highness has distinguished that ancient and 
honourable society by becoming one of its Benchers. 
Although a t number of its members were on eir- 
cuit, the attendance at its banquet numbered nearly 400, 
including a sprinkling of students. After dinner the 
health of her Majesty was drunk with all the usual 
honours, and Mr. Montagu Smith, treasurer for the 
year, proposed the toast of the day. He observed 
that they would, on so auspicious an occasion, de- 
part from the ordinary custom of the Inn. The rule 
was to drink only one toast, the Sovereign for 
the time being, and to drink even that toast in silence. 
The present, however, was an occasion which might 
justly be treated as an exception, and warrant a depar- 
ture from a custom which he, in common with every 
other member of the society, had long honoured. They 
had met to celebrate a marriage which had brought joy 
to the whole nation, and happiness to one whom 
honoured alike as their Prince and a member of their 
society. They had also seen the Princess, whom the 
country had welcomed with such loyalty and enthusiasm. 
They had read in her fair and beaming face, not beauty 
alone, but, what was better, 
he was sure that her future conduct would justify the 
po ae and affection with which England had already 

ed her. ‘The learned treasurer concluded his brief 
but appropriate address by proposing “ Health, Long 
Life, and Happiness, to Master the Prince and Princess 
of Wales.” The toast was drunk standing, and with 
cheers which made the echoes of the old hall ring again 
and again. The band of the Inns of Court Volunteers 
was stationed in the gallery, and played during dinner 
a selection of national and ar airs. 

The banquet in the magnificent diming hall of Lin- 
coln’s-inn was a very splendid affair. Lincoln’s-inn has 
been of late years so much the fashion amongst candi- 
dates for the Bar, that the number of its members is ex- 
tremely large—we believe about 1,500, Of these nearly 
400 were entertained on Tuesday eyening. Similar en- 
tertainments were also given at the Inner Temple and 
Gray’s-inn, with great éclat, and Lincolu’s-inn, in addi- 
tion, distributed 400 tickets, of two shillings and six- 
pence each, tothe poor of the neighbourhood. Alto- 
gether the Bar has celebrated the recent event with 
great splendour and. munificence, The whole cost will 
probably exceed £2,000. A good many persons con- 
sidered that the occasion was one in which the Benchers 
of the various inns might have sought refuge from the 
English monotony of public dinners, in some of the an- 
cient precedents of the Honourable Societies, of which 
there is no lack. 


Tax Dienrrry of the law was never better illustrated 
than at the splendid ceremonial, on Tuesday last, at 
Windsor, which the Zimes describes after its usual 
graphic and felicitous manner. ‘The writer gives a vivid 
picture of St. George's Chapel, and minutely describes 
the entry of the various distinguished and illustrious 
poor who composed the company on that occasion. 

estbury, as Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, and its first temporal Peer, entered last of all 
her Majesty’s subjects. “After all the knights are 
seated,” says the Times, “the Lord Chancellor, in his 
state robes, and carrying the Great Seal, passes slow 
and stately up the Choir—alone, but a perfect pageant 
in —to his seat at the head of all.” His lordship 
was, of course, also present for the purpose of signing, 
as the principal witness, the instrument attesting the 








Royal marriage. It ap however, that the Lord 
Chancellor was in some difficult ont pate et ae 
railway station to St. George’s Chapel, and in this 
respect he suffered in common with many other 
dignitaries. The same chronicler observes :—* 

into ee rea on on the Royal stables for 
the day, twelve carriages probably were as many as could 
be spared for tis dutty, nor an i occasions would 
there have been anything to complain of in the charac- 
ter of the supplementary con provided ; but it. 


veyances 
certainly was a curjous sight to see the Lord 


Chancellor of with the Great Seal, in a com- 
mon fly, as th he had been a commercial traveller 
hurrying off to catch an express train.” The Lord Chief 
Justice of England was also present in his official robes ; 
and we think we are right in ——— the dignity of 
the law could hardly have been in safer om ome 
better illustrated than it was on Tuesday last at 3 
Sire Joun Taezawny’s Arrremation Bux has shared 
the fate of its nea pi after a fair stand-up fight. 
The Attorney-General, upon the oecasion, made a 
of remarkable ability, in which he advanced, with 
skill, almost every effective argument that could be 
adduced in favour of the status quo; and the probability 
is that the decision of the House, after hearing such an 


-argument, will apa Bye accepted, for some years, as 


conclusive. There can be no question, however, that 
proposed change is in the same direction, and is based 
upon the same prineigien: as many of the alterations in 
the law of evidence, which have been made of late years, 
and that its effect would be favourable to the administra- 
tion both of eivil and criminal justice. As the. law 
stands at present, any person who is not a or 
Moravian, and who is not preperen to admit 
religious sanction of an oath, however uni le 
his moral conduct may have been, cannot be a witness 
in any cause, although a convicted felon may be; and 
the misfortune is, that the injurious effect of such a state 
of things is by no means ed to the witness himself, 
but more frequently reaches to thwart public justiee and 
the rights of private individuals. Another curious ano- 
maly of the present is, that any objection on the 
ground of religions belief is inadmissable in the case of - 
written depositions, while the objection may always be 
taken in the case of viva voce testimony. The whole 
question, however, having formerly received a full diseus- 
sion in this Journal (5 8S, J. 403), we need only refer 
our readers to what we have already written upon it. 
THE QUESTION OF ADVERTISEMENTS IN BANKRUPTCY 
is still being discussed in the public press. In a letter 
published on behalf of the proprietors of the Bank- 
ruptey Gazette, it is maintained by them that as that 
ublication is registered locally in various towns where 
District Bankruptcy Courts sit, it is a local mg” od 
within the meaning of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. The 
General Order complained of was. somewhat bold, if 
not. audacious, proceeding, but it is surpassed in this 
respect by such a defence of it. It is impossible, how- 
ever, to believe that Parliament will submit to such a 
colourable compliance with its plain enactment. To 
treat this gazette as a local newspaper in Bristol, Bir- 
mingham, Liverpool, or any other provincial town, 
because it is registered as. local journal, would be as 
little a compliance with the statute as with the require- 
ments of common sense or of general convenience. 
Frxep Law Cnarecxzs upon sale and purchase of 
estates, is the heading of an advertisement which ap- 
peared in the Times aday or two ago. It informs us 
that ‘‘ where the qeehe-aenty does not —e £100, 
a fee of five guineas wi charged, tocover all expenses; 
exceeding £100 and not exceeding £200, a fee of ai 
guineas, and so on progressively, increasing the fee 
the increase of purchase-money. Upon @ 
above fee will insure proper investigation of 


the property purchased, and a good peg a 
to the parebenie Upon a sale the fee 
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protection of properly drawn conditions of sale, the 
superintending the sale to answer as to title, the prepar- 
ation and delivery of abstract of title, and evidencing 
same in the terms of the conditions of sale, the settling 
and approving the conveyance on the of the vendor, 
and finally attending the due completion of the sale. 

a collateral deed, acknowledgment- by married woman, 
or a memorial should be required, an extra fee of one 
guinea, besides the extra disbursements, will be charged.” 
It concludes as follows:—‘‘ N.B. Caution—A sale by 
private contract should always be concluded by a written 
agreement, which should provide all necessary protection 
against vexatious expense to the vendor as to the evi- 
dence of his title. No extra charge will be made for 
such agreement. Apply to Mr. William Stafford, 
solicitor, 34, Gracechurch-street, City, E.C.” It is not 
necessary for us to make any comment upon this extra- 
ordinary advertisement. Lawyers do not require to be 
told how absurd is the principle of an ad valorem tariff 
of conveyancing charges in the present state of English 
real property law. Every one knows that there may be 
as much labour and skill required in the investigation of 
a title to property of a few hundred pounds value only, 
as if it ‘were of the value of £100,000; and that unless 
this gentleman will measure his labour by his remunera- 
tion, he must either bind himself to do a good deal of 
work for nothing, where the purchase or sale is of small 
amount, or else his clients, or himself, if he guarantees 
the title, must run all the risk which attends imperfect 
investigations. It is possible, however, that such adver- 
tisements may interfere with the business of legitimate 
practitioners, and the matter is certainly worthy of their 
attention. This advertisement is the first of the kind, 
that we.are aware of, emanating, as it does, from a soli- 
citor Gietécognized position. 

A numer of bankers, merchants, manufacturers, and 
others, of the city of Bristol, have presented the follow- 
ing petition to the House of Commons against Mr. 
Bouverie’s Writs Prohibition Bill :— 

Your petitioners have heard that a bill has been introduced 
into your honourable house for prohibiting the issue of writs in 
actions of debt in the superior court for sums of less than 
£20. Your petitioners believe that no grounds exist for such 
an alteration of the law; and from the course of procedure in 
the county courts, and the extreme inconvenience to the plain- 
tiff, when suing in these courts, in having to procure the at- 

* tendance of his witnesses in cases where no real dispute exists, 
— petitioners are convinced that if the bill be passed into 
aw, creditors will in many cases abandon their demands rather 
than incur the inconvenience of suing in the county courts, 
"Your petitioners therefore earnestly pray your honourable 
thouse that the said bill may not be passed, &c. 

The attorneys and solicitors of Bristol and its 
neighbourhood have also petitioned against the same 
bill, as follows :— 

Your petitioners have read a bill introduced into your 
honourable house for prohibiting the issue of writs in actions 
of debt in the superior courts for sums of less than £20. 

The city of Bristol being the centre of an extensive com- 
mercial and manufacturing district, whose merchants and 
manufacturers trade largely throughout the West of England 
and South Wales, and who are mostly clients of your peti- 
tioners, your petitioners have had considerable experience as 
to the operation of the law of debtor and creditor, including 
the practical, work of recovering debts under £20. 

In the deliberate opinion and belief of your petitioners, the 
present bill is wholly unneeded and uncalled for by the com- 
mercial and general public, nor have your petitioners heard or 
are they aware of any complaint in reference to the present 
state of the law, nor do they believe there is any good ground 
for supposing that there is any desire prevailing in favour of 
abolishing the present option creditors possess of suing their 
debtors, when necessary, in the courts best suited to their 


urposes, 
. It will be found, upon reference to the judicial statistics of 
the country, that in a very great majority of actions for debts 
under £20 in which a writ inay now be issued in the superior 
courts, there is no ground of defence, and consequently no ap- 
pearance is entered, and judgment is obtained by the creditor 





without the inconvenience and expense which is necessary in 
the county courts of attending with witnesses to prove his 
case. 

On the average of such cases, as great or greater expense 
would be incurred by the defendant, if proceedings were taken 
in the county courts. 

In the opinion of your petitioners, there can be no case made 
out supporting the preamble of the said bill that “ it is de- 
sirable to protect debtors from being sued in the superior 
courts of common law for sums not exceeding £20,” 

Petitioners therefore humbly pray that the right at present 
possessed by creditors, of suing for debts under £20 due to 
them in the court best suited to their wishes, be preserved, and 
that the bill in question do not pass into a law. 


Tue Merrorouitan AND Provincrat Law Assocta- 
tion has presented to the House of Commons the fol- 
lowing petition in favour of the bill to amend the law 
relating to partnerships :— 

To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of 

Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble petition of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association, sheweth,—That this association is composed of 
nearly eight hundred practising attorneys and solicitors, in Eng- 
land and Wales, and that its objects are to promote the in- 
terests of suitors by the better and more economical adminis- 
tration of the law, and to maintain the rights and increase the 
usefulness of the profession. : 

That your petitioners have examined the provisions of a bill 
now before your honourable house, intituled “ A Bill to amend 
the law relating to partnerships,” and proposing—First, the ex- 
tension of the principle of limited liability to persons lending 
money to trading concerns, upon the terms of sharing in the 
profits, either instead of or in addition to a fixed rate of interest, 
on such lenders registering, at the office of the registrar of joint 
stock companies, their names and full particulars of the amount 
and duration of their loans; and secondly, the registration at 
the before mentioned office, of the full names and addresses of 
all the partners in every trading concern, the style or firm of 
which does not contain the full names of all such partners, or 
which contains the name of any person not a partner, or any 
general phrase such as “ & Co.” 

That your petitioners consider the attainment of both these 
objects to be highly desirable, and that the registration of firms 
would prove a useful auxiliary to the exercise of an important 
part of your petitioners’ professional duties, as difficulties and 
inconveniences are continually resulting from the facts that on 
the one hand, in suing firms, it is necessary to state the names 
of all the persons constituting them, while on the other, firms 
seldom iudicate all such names, and in many cases do not set 
forth that of any one of the present partners. : 

Your petitioners, however, while so favourably regarding the 
extension of the principle of limited liability to loan, or as 
they are termed in the bill “ limited partners,” are sensible that 
caution ought to be used in deciding upon the details of a 
measure for carrying out so very important a change in the law. 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that your honourable 
house will be pleased to sanction the two main principles of 
the said bill to amend the law relating to partnerships. 

The petition was signed by Mr. William Shaen, the 
Deputy-Chairman of the association, and by Mr. Philip 
Rickman, the Secretary of the Association. 


Mr. Hennezssy’s bill for enabling students to be called 
to the Irish Bar without keeping terms at one of the 
English Inns of Court, ones to excite some in- 
terest on the other side of the Channel. At present the 
King’s-inns at Dublin is prevented, by an Act of Parlia- 
ment of Henry VIII, from calling any person to the 
Irish Bar, who has not kept six terms at an English 
inn of court; and this arrangement has long been con- 
sidered among Irish students as irksome and obnoxious 
to them. The main object of Mr. Hennessy’s bill is to 
meet the views of those who thus complain. It appears, 
however, that some of the Irish journals have taken it into 
their heads that its effect will be to enable any English 
barrister to practise in Ireland without the sanction of 
the King’s-inns, Dublin. An Irish proyincial journal ob- 
serves :— 

There has been much misconception regarding the bill which 
has been introduced by Mr. Hennessy. It is not a bill to 
swamp the Irish Bar with the idle and unemployed profession 
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in Westminster. Its object is to assimilate the course to be 
pursued by the Irish law student to that at present pursued in 
England. It proposes to abolish the invidious distinction at 
present existing between the graduates of certain universities 
and those who have not obtained any academical di . Its 
main object, however, is to abolish the absurd anomaly which 
forces the Irish student to keep half of his terms in London—a 
custom which is recommended by no principle of common sense, 
and which is nothing short of a national disgrace—while it pro- 
vides that his twelve terms, extending over a period of three 
years, shall be kept entirely in Dublin. Further than this the 
promoters of the bill do not intend to go. They have every 
confidence in the judgment and discretion of the Irish Benchers 
—gentlemen who, they are assured, wanted only the 

and not the will to have long since carried out the chjeots 
sought for by the present measure. 

There can be no doubt that hitherto the practice of 
et Irish students to keep some of their terms in 
London has been entirely beneficial to them, and through 
them to the Irish Bar and the Irish people generally, and 
that, although the income of the English inns of court 
is par sass increased by this arrangement, it has not 
been unattended with some drawbacks. It has not been 
avery unusual course with Irish students to resolve 
bas keeping their English terms first, with the view 
of giving themselves the option meanwhile of going to 
the Bar in either country; and we believe to this cir- 
cumstance may be attributed the number of Irishmen 
now at the English Bar. English barristers, therefore, no 
less than their Irish brethren have a practical interest 
in the bill now before Parliament. 


Two Bus for the  seoaaneg of innkeepers are now 
before the House of Commons. Mr. W. Martin’s bill 
proposes to exempt them from responsibility for the 
property of their guests where the value thereof exceeds 
£20, unless such Property has been deposited with the 
innkeeper expressly for safe custody. Mr. Butt’s bill 
proposes that an innkeeper shall not be responsible to a 
eater extent than £20, unless the loss is occasioned by 
the wilful default or misconduct of himself or his ser- 
vants, or by the want on his part of reasonable care ; and 
that unless he shall 5 to be responsible he shall not 
be liable for the safe keeping of money, or securities for 
money, jewellery, or other valuable articles, to any greater 
extent than £50, nor for any goods which the guest car- 
ries with him otherwise than in the way of his trade. 


Tue Recorpsrsurr of Colchester has become vacant 
by the resignation of Mr. Charles Gray Round. The 
salary is about £40 a-year, and we believe that Mr. 
Round was in the habit of bestowing much more upon 
the local charities. . 


Tue Law Amenpuenr Socrerr will meet on Monda 
next, March 16th, at eight o'clock, when a Paper wi 
be read by Mr. R. R. Torrens, Registrar-General of 
South Australia, on the transfer of land by registration 
of title, as now in operation in poate 4 under the 
Pye me system. W.T.S. Daniel, Esq., Q.C.,will take 

e chair. 


Mr. Sere, the senior magistrate of the Thames 
Police-office, will succeed Mr. Paynter at the West- 
minster Police-court. Mr. Selfe’s successor at the 
oe Police-office has not, we believe, yet been ap- 
pointed. 





FESTIVITIES, 


The splendid banquets at the Inns of Court on 
Tuesday last, recall to mind some of the doings of 
ancient times, when the four Honourable Societies took 
the lead in many of the more important popular 
festivities. 

As early as the of Edward IV., all the four 
inns of court at the jousts held in Smithfield, 
and from that time down to the nt century there 
are numerous records of the munificent manner in which 
they con to the magnificence of public ernst 9 
'g- 





presser apen of claret, and. also made a grant of 
money for the erection of a stand at Westminster to view 
the ti tings which were then exercised. In the reign 
of James I. a masque was presented by the society before 
the King at the of Lady Elizabeth, his 
daughter, to the Elector Palatine of the Rhine, and the 
expense of this “‘ revel” was no less than £1,086 8s. 11d. 
In the same reign, on the creation of the then Prince of 
Wales, afterwards Charles I., the Benchers of Lincoln’s- 
inn ordained a taxation of 40s. upon themselves, of 30s. 
upon every barrister, except those who were under seven 
years’ standing, who were to Pay 20s., and of 13s. 4d. 
upon every student, towards defraying the charge ‘of 
what the annalist describes as, “the at the 
barriers, in honour of that great solemnity.” The same 
inn also took the lead in the famous Christmas masque, 
which was presented to Charles I., upon which it expen- 
ded £2,400—the cost being defrayed by a further rate- 
able contribution from the members. | We are told that, 
in return for this royal munificence, the King invited 
120 gentlemen of the various inns to the next grand 
masque at Whitehall. 

The admittance book of Lincoln's Inn contains a very 
spirited narrative of a — and entertainment given 
by that society to Charles II., the Duke of York (after- 
wards James II.) Prince Rupert, the Duke of Mon- 
mouth, the Duke of Richmond, several other noblemen 
of lesser note, including the Bishop of Ey, and “ diverse 
others of great quality,” on the 29th of February, 1671. 
As the narrative will be of some interest at the present 
moment, we give the followthg extract from it:— 

His Matie made his entrance through the garden att the greate 
gate opening into Chancery-lane next Holborne where Mr. 
Reader and the rest of the benchers and associates waited his 
comeing and attended his Majestie up to the tarras walke next. 
the field and soe through the garden the trumpetts and kettle 
drums from the leads over the highest bay window in the middle 
of the garden building sounding all the while. And from the 
garden his Matie went to the new councell chamber the barris- 
ters and students in theire gownes standing in a rowe on each 
side betweene the garden and the councell chamber after a little 
rest his Matie viewed the chappell returning agayne to the 
councell chamber from thence as soone as his table (being placed 
upon the assent att the upper end of the hall and railed in) was 
furnished his Majestie was brought into the hall where his Ma- 
jestie sate under his canopy of state being served by the Reader 
as sewer upon his knee with the towell before he did eate his 
royall Highnesse sitting att the end of the table on his right hand 
and Prince Rupert att the other end. The dukes and lords 
and other his Maties attendants of qualitie after some short 
tyme of waiting had leave from his Matie to sitt downe to dinnar- 
att tables prepared for them on each side of the hall. The 
Reader and some of the benchers to witt Sir Thomas Beverley 
Master of Requests to his Matie Sir Robert Atkins Knt of the 
Bath all the tyme of his Maties dining waiteing neere his Maties 
chaire and foure other of the benchers Mr. Day Mr. Pedley Mr. 
Stote and Mr. Manby with white staffes waited as controlers of 


and students the most parte of them attending as waiters and 
carrieing up his Maties meate which was served upon the knee, 
The rest of the barristers and students waitiag upon the lords att 
theire table. The three courses wherein were , 
lenty and variety of dishes and after them a most 
pot was served up » Fx said barristers and students and 
delivered by them upon theire knees att the Kings table. 


musick consisting of his Maties violins playi the of 
usick consis ell nb s, _ 
is 


i 


e 


dinnar in the att the lower end of the 
eud of dinnar atie to doe a transcendant honor and grace 
to this society and to his most 
of theire humble dut hm affeccon 
to command the e of admittances to be brought to him 
and with his owne hand entred his royall name therein most. 
gratiously i ing to make himselfe a member thereof 
which high and ex i fayour was instantly acknow- 
ing rad members of this society then attending on 
his Matie with all possible joy and received with 
and most humble expressions of tude itt being an 

hed cigar Ss Boe bene fae as ae 

hnesse and Prince Rupert followed this great 

example as also the dukes and lords 


from dinnar borrowed gownes of the students 


‘ 
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and put them on and in those gownes waited on his Matie 
with weh his Matie was much delighted. And his Matie 
through his owne most obligeing fayour voychsafed to it (have- 
ing made himselfe more nearely and intimately concerned for 
the good of this society was pleased himselfe to begin a health 
to the welfare thereof and to cause itt to be pledg’d in his 
owne ce. Immediately gave the Reader leave to drinke 
his Maties health and to begin to his royall Highnesse. Then 
riseing from dinnar he was agayne attended to the new coun- 
cell chamber where he conferrd the honor of knightliood on 
Mr Nicholas Pedley, and Mr. Richard Stote two of the ben- 
chers who had in theire turns beene readers of this house as 
also upon Mr James Buttler one of the barristers and Mr, 
Francis Dayrell one of the students that soe each degree and 
order of the society might have a signall testimony of his 
Maties high favour. His Matie upon his departure made large 
expressions of his most gracious acceptance of the enterteynment 
and return’d his thanks to the Reader and was pleased to 
signifie the great respect and esteeme he should ever have for 
the society. 

The gentlemen of the Horse Guards, Yeomen of the Guards 
and other inferior attendants were bountifully enterteyned 
att the costs and charges also of the Reader. The gentlemen 
of the Horse Guards dined in the old councell chamber the 
yeomen of the guards in Mr Days chamber and the coachmen 
and lacqys in the gardiners house to all theire contentment. 

On Saturday following Mr Reader, Sir Robert Attkins, Sir 
Nicholas Pedley and Sir Richard Stote Benchers and Readers 
of Lincolns Inne waited on his Matie att Whitehall being con- 
ducted to his Maties presence by the Earle of Bath and gave 
most humble thanks for that high and transcendant honor he 
had beene pleased to vouchsafe to this society which was 
gratiously received by his Majestic. And he did the snid 
benchers the honor to kisse hié hand. 

In addition to what was done on these extraordinary 
occasions, there were regularly held, at the various inns, 
four times a year, “revels,” which consisted of dancings 
and other similar amusements, which in these early days 
were not allowed merely by way of recreation, but “as 
conducing to the making of gentlemen more fit for their 
studies at other times;” and it is recorded that in the 
reign of James I. the utter barristers were, by way of 
decimation, put out of commons as an example, “for 
os the Bar refused to dance on the Candlemas day pre- 

ing.” 

We extract the following from the Gentleman’s Maga- 
vine of February, 1734:— 

Saturday, Keb, 2.—Being Candlemas day, there was a grand 
entertainment at the Temple hall, for the judges, serjeants-at- 
law, &c. The Prince of Wales was there, incog, the Lord 
Chancellor, Earl of Macclesfield, Bisliop of Bangor, and several 
persons of quality. Mr. Baker was Master of the Ceremonies, 
and received all the company. At night there was a comedy 
acted by the company of his Majesty’s Revels, from the theatre 
in the Haymarket, called “Love for Love,” and the socicties of 
the Temple presented the comedians with £50, The antient 
ceremony of the judges, &., dancing round our coal fire, and 
singing an old French song, was performed with great decency. 

It is no wonder that these onerous entertainments and 
boisterous revels should have come to an end before the 
commencement of the 19th century, to the genius of which 
the latter, at all events, were entirely unsuitable. But 
upon so very rare and exceptional an occasion as the mar- 
riage ofa Prinée of Wales, it may be doubted whether the 
Benchers of the Inns of Court might not with advantage 
have, to some extent at least, followed in the footsteps of 
their ancient predecessors, A ball, or eyen aconversazione, 
in one of the ancient halls of the Temple or Gray's Inn, 
or in the more modern and suitable building of Lincoln's 
Inn, would probably have produced a greater effect. than 
a banquet which could be little ‘else in its main features 
than an ordi grand day at any of the Inns of Court. 
We have alluded to these pres nat emg however, 
merely on account of their cal and antiquarian 
interest, and not for the purpose of findin any farlt 
with the betichers, who nay well be exceed for declin- 
ing to undertake so puzzling and troublesome a task as 
was suggested to them on the strength of these old 


We have not heard that the Law Institution cele- 


‘Tiel 





brated the recent eveat iu any particular manner. The 
Incorporated Law Society, however, has not the revenue 
of any of the Inns of Court, nor is it probable that its 
members would now-a-days like to submit to a society's 
poll-tax, to provide for a lawyer's “revel.” 





JURISDICTION OF BANKRUPTCY REGISTRARS. 

By the 52nd section of the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, 
the proper jurisdiction of the registrars is limited to the 
following matters :—“ To make adjudication of bank- 
ruptcy, to receive the surrender of any bankrupt to 
om protection, to pass the last examination of any 

upt in eases wherein the assignees and creditors do 
not oppose, to hold and preside at meetings of creditors, 
to audit and pass accounts of assignees, and to sit in 
chambers, and despatch there such part of the adminis- 
trative business of the Court, and such uncontested 
matters, as shall be defined in General Orders, or as the 
commissioner in any particular matter shall direct.” — 

And then the section proceeds in these words :—“ But 
nothing herein contained shall empower a registrar to 
commit, or to hear a disputed adjudication, or any ques- 
tion of the allowance or suspension of an order of dis- 
charge.” The 58th section says, “ The courts of bank- 
ruptcy may direct a registrar to attend at any place 
within the district of the court to which he is attached, 
for the purpose of holding any meeting of creditors, of 
receiving proof of debts, and generally for the proseou- 
tion of any bankruptcy, or other proceeding under the Act; 
and the travelling and incidental expenses of such regis- 
trar, &c. And such registrar so rae | all 
have and exercise all powers except the power of com- 
mitment vested in gach tout for the summoning and 
examination of persons or witnesses, and for requiring 
the production of books, papers, and documents,” &c. 

e are not aware whether, any judicial construc- 
tion has yet been placed upon the words in italics, but 
they would certainly seem to be large enough to include 
the three subjects excepted from the 's jurisdic- 
tion by the 52nd section ; namely, commitment for con- 
tempt, the hearing ofa disputed adjudication, or the allow- 
ance or suspension of an order of discharge; with the 
exception of the power of commitment, which is ex- 
pressly excepted trom the 58th section. It can scarcely be 
supposed that this was the intention of the Legislature, 
for we find that the 27th section of the 12 & 13 Vict. c. 
106, is unrepealed, which enacts “ That any registrar of 
the court may, during vacation, or during the illness 
or absence from any other reasonable cause of aay 
commissioner thereof, act for and as the deputy of 
commissioner ; and any such registrar so acting shall 
have and exercise all power vested in the Court, except 
the power of commitment, the hearing of any disputed adju- 
dication, or the hearing or determining of any, question 
of the allowance or suspension of any ban "3 certifi- 
cate.” Tt would be rather incongruous to find that a 
registrar sitting as the deputy of the commissioner 
under this last section should not possess any of those 
three powers, but that, if simply directed by the com- 
missioner to attend at any place within the district of 
his court, under the 58th section, the paperee would 
have jurisdiction to hear a contested adj tion, oF a 

uestion of the allowance or suspension of an of 
erate and yet we are forced to come to the conclu- 
sion that such is the effect of the very loose wording of 
the 58th section. 

When we consider that for Pow dic ypronss Hong of 
registrar, not is no i 8 g requi- 
a aes canal iomiation but that no legal or 
pred poy is absolutely essential in oe recipient 
ot an primitive accomplishments 
pegplicene oy aster sang” ya it is not too muc 
to suppose that the Legislature did not intend, by 
wind, to extend s0 the duties of these officers. 
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¥ nprcion t functions of those officers, the above 
alicia legal appointments should not be set right 
imposing a ualification for future . 
ments to that office, w at present depend upon the 
will of whoever may be the holder of the great seal. 
These observations are ap ee by any of the ap- 
pointments of the present Chancellor, for it has 
al to us that so important an office 
should not be filled without to some fixed 
standard of fitness, and more particularly since the 
apa Act of 1861, ae has Rag sae exalted 
e Registrars’ ition, giving t t, con- 
current Gneletietion with the commissioners in every 
matter, t the power of commitment, the hearing 
of disputed adjudications, or the allowance or suspension 
of orders of discharge; and even in the two latter of 
these, if the above construction of the 58th section be 
correct, It is true that the registrar my a gi any 
matter coming before him for the consideration of the 
commissioner (s, 52); or either party before him, if 
desirous of g the opinion of the commissioner, may 
obtain from the registrar a short certificate stating the 
point in question, or the result, if he has determined the 
question—s. 53. But it cannot be ‘contended that by 
ing facility of appeal from the inferior to the 
superior judge, proper qualification and fitness in the 
erior judge becomes unimportant. The object for 
which courts of law and equity are established, is not 
only to get through the business of the suitors that 
comes before them, but to do so according to estab- 
lished rules of law. But if we find ineffiefent judges, 
be the appellate courts ever so efficient, we may predi- 
¢ate with certainty that many decisions, though flagrant 
violations of those rules of law, will remain unappealed 
from, and consequently become judicial acts of injustice. 





EQUITY. 


VACATION OF ENROLMENT. 
Attorney-General v. The Conservators of the River Thames, 
L.©., 11 W.R. 408. 

The enrolment of decrees or orders in Chancery has 
very important effects, and the step is one which is fre- 
quently overlooked by solicitors who have not had much 
experience in the management of chancery suits. Before 
a decree or order is enrolled clerical mistakes or accidental 
errors or omissions may be corrected upon motion or peti- 
tion without the expense of a re-hearing, which cannot 
be done after enrolment. Ifa decree or order is not en- 
rolled within six calendar months after it has been pro- 
nounced or made it cannot be enrolled without the special 
leave of the Court. There is generally, however, not 
much in obtaining such leave within the space 
of five years; but after that period enrolment will not be 
permitted, unless “ under the peculiar circumstances of the 
case ” the Lord Chancellor or the Lords Justices consider 
it “just and expedient to enlarge that period.” There 
are a number of decisions shewing that their Lordships 
are very strict in the exercise of this discretion. When a 
decree or order is enrolled, although it has heen made by 
the Master of the Rolls or one of the Vice-Chancellors, it 
becomes in effect the order of the Lord Chancellor, and, 








decree or order, such caveat shall be prosecuted- with 
effect within eight days after the docket of such 
decree or order be left to be signed with the 


rf 


officer by the party who entered the same, otherwise 
caveat shall be of no force, and the docket of such 
or order may, immediately after the expiration 
said twenty-eight days, be presented to be signed, as 
no such caveat had been entered.” 


rl 


4 
: 
z 
i 
ts 


held that the enrolment could not be vacated, inasmuch 
as the docket must be taken to be signed by the Lord 
Chancellor on the day on which it wasdated, Ifaeaveat 
was entered, the signature was deterred till after the eaveat 
had run out, and then the signature was appended as of 
the same date as before. His Lordship considered that 
the suspended signature must be considered as subsisting, 
subject to the caveat, and when that expired it came into 
force as if no caveat had been entered, 


recent case of Pearce v. Lindsay, 4 De G. & J. 211, it was 
held that the appeal ought to be set down, and: notice 
given within the twenty-eight days. The result of the 
authorities is that the party in whose favour a decree 
been made will act wisely in speedily forwarding it 
enrolment wherever there is a chanee of 
where such a step would probably drive 
appeal to the House of Lords. On the 
loser in the court below, where he has 
appealing, or desires time to consider the 
not. lose a moment in entering a caveat. 
however, as we have seen, be prosecuted 
in twenty-eight days after the docket 
for signature. When the docket is left, 
whom the caveat is entered gives notice 
tering it in order that he may prosecute i 
gence. Until the case of Pearce 
common notion that it was sufficien ae 
t his petition of ap or re-hearing, or 
cate te-ableta tad serve an order for setting it down, 
before the twenty-eight days had expired. Since that 
case, however, it is settled practice that these steps are nob 
sufficient to prevent enrolment, but that for this purpose 
the appeal must be actually set down for hearing. 
Sometimes an enrolment is vacated on the ground 
bad faith, deception, or surprise. There is nothing 
prevent a person who has obtained a decree from 
rolling it as speedily as possible. Mere speed, or 
haste, would not be a sufficient ground for vacating 
enrolment. As Lord Cranworth said in Wickenden y. 
son, “E cannot find fault with any person t 
earliest step to enrol a decree without 
ponent, nor can it be designated sharp practice. 
accordance with the principles of this court, and it 
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great accuracy in the second volume (p.1145) of “Seton 
on Decrees,’ which has just been published, and which is 
unquestionably the most complete and useful book on 
Chancery Practice now extant. 


REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 


MERGER—UNION OF OWNERSHIP OF INHERITANCE AND 
CHARGE. 
Tyrwhitt v. Tyrwhitt, M_B., 11 W. RB. 410. 

Ever since the decision of Sir William Grant, M.R., in 
Forbes v. Moffatt, 18 Ves. 384, the general principles of 
courts of equity, affecting the merger of charges, have 
been pretty well settled. In that case it was held that a 
mortgage was not merged by union with the fee, there 
being nothing to show that the intention of the owner 
was to create a merger. The decision proceeded gene- 
rally upon the ground that where the owner has expressed 
no intention, or is incapable of expressing any, as in the 
case of an infant, the Court would consider what was most 
advantageous to him. Upon a review of all the existing 
authorities, Sir William Grant said, in all the cases where 
charges had been held to have merged, it was perfectly 
indifferent to the person in whom the interest had vested, 
whether the charge should or should not subsist. Where, 
as in most instances, it is, with reference to the party 
himself, of no sort of use to have a charge on his own 
estate, it will sink into the inheritance without some act 
by him, or at least some evidence of his intention to keep 
it on foot. 

The doctrine of merger is derived from the Roman 
law, and is common to most codes derived from that 
source. It proceeds on the principle that where the same 
person is debtor and creditor, there is such a blending 
and confusion of rights as to extinguish the debt; and 
the principle is equally applicable whether the incum- 
brancer becomes entitled to the estate, or vice versd. The 
law, however, does not prevent a person who is entitled 
to both the estate and the charge from keeping the latter 
in force; on the contrary, where there is any evidence of 
intention to this effect, the rule will yield to such inten- 
tion. But a difficulty arises where the intention has not 
been plainly expressed, or is only presumable either from 
the nature of the owner’s interest in the estate, and in the 
charge, or from his acts, Where it is clearly advantageous 
to the owner that the charge should be kept alive, a court 
of equity will presume such intention, notwithstanding 
the absence of any other indication of such intention. 
Thus, where the effect of merging the charge would be to 
give priority to subsequent incumbrances, the presump- 
tion will be against merger; Davis v. Barrett, 14 Beav. 
542, is an illustration in point. There an estate was 
devised to the devisor’s heir, who, in his own right, had 
a charge on it, having bought up at a small price an in- 
cumbrance on the estate for a large sum: and it was held 
by Sir John Romilly, M.R., that in the absence of any 
express intention on the part of the heir and devisee, the 
presumption should be in favour of his interest: and it 
was declared accordingly that he was entitled to the full 
amount of the incumbrance as against the other incum- 
brancers on the estate. Where, however, an interest 
intervening between the incumbrance and the ownership 
of the estate has been created by the act of the owner 
himself, the same reason does not apply: see Johnson v. 
Webster, 4 De G. M. & G. 474. There is also a difference 
between the presumption in cases where the owner of 
the estate.becomes owner of the charge, and cases where 
the owner of the charge becomes owner of the estate. 
Where a person seised in fee of an estate pays off a charge, 
the presumption arises that he did so for the benefit of 
the estate, and so merger will take place; and even where 
a tenant in tail paid off a charge, the same presumption 
arose where he had the power to acquire an absolute fee 
and defeat the remainder: Drinkwater v. Combe, 28. & 
8. 845. But the principle was held to have no application 
to a tenant in tail, in remainder, whose estate might be 





altogether defeated by the birth of issue of another person, 








* u 
and it was there decided that it must be inferred tha 
such tenant in tail intended to keep the charge alive’ 
It will be seen, from what we have said, that all these 
presumptions of law modify very much the general 
rule. These presumptions of law, however, only apply 
toa numerically small number of cases affected by the 
general rule, and there is commonly some explicit evidence, 
contemporaneous or subsequent, to show that the person 
entitled had some intention as to keeping the charge 
alive, and to show further what that intention was. 
Wherever the property has been dealt with after the union 
of the estate and charge, the owner can hardly fail to 
indicate his intention, even without his intention to 
do so, by the manner in which he deals with the pro- 
perty. In the above named case of Tyrwhitt v. Tyrwhitt. 
A., the owner in fee of Blackacre, borrowed a sum of 
money which belonged to a settlement of which A. and 
B. were co-trustees, and A. mortgaged Blackacre to secure 
its repayment. By the mortgage deed the trusts of the 
charge under the settlement were set forth, and were, as 
to a moiety thereof, after the death of a tenant for life, for 
A., “ his executors, administrators, and assigns, absolutely.” 
The tenant for life died; A. afterwards also died, without 
leaving an expression of intention as to keeping the charge 
alive other than could be gathered from the terms of the 
mortgage deed. The Master of the Rolls held that on 
the death of the tenant for life, primd facie the union in 
A. of the ownership of the estate and of the moiety of the 
charge issuing out of it, created a merger of the moiety 
of the charge in the inheritance, and that this presump- 
tion was not rebutted by the terms of the mortgage deed. 
It was argued that the declaration of trust in the 
mortgage deed showed an intention to keep the charge 
alive; but the Master of the Rolls considered that the 
declaration that the money should go to A., “ his executors, 
administrators and assigns,” was merely the statement 
of the trust then affecting that part of the mortgage 
money. His Honour, moreover, appears to have been 
influenced by the fact that the declaration was made by 
the trustees, and by A. in his character of trustee only. 
Another point of some importance and novelty was 
raised, and not decided in this case—namely, whether any 
declaration of intention which anticipated the time 
when the ownership of the estate and the charge 
coalesced could have had such effect? We are not aware 
that there is any express authority upon this point. 





COMMON LAW. 


SPRING ASSIZES. 
Home Crecurr. 
CHELMSFORD. 

March 9,.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by the Lorp Curer Juszice and Mr. Justice WicnTMAN. 

There were nineteen causes entered for trial, only one of 
which was marked to be tried by a special jury, and most of 
the others were undefended. 

Mipvanp Circuit. 
NOTTINGHAM. 

March 7.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 

There were very few causes entered for trial. 
Norrotk Circuit. 
AYLESBURY. 

March 10.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by Chief Justice Erte. The cause list contained but one 
cause. 

The reporter to the Times makes the following observations 
upon the late Mr. Edgell, Clerk of Arraigns of this circuit: 
“ Before proceeding to record the business of the circuit, some 
few words may be permitted of sorrow for the loss and regard 
for the memory of a valuable officer; for, by the death of Mr. 
Alexander Edgell, the Norfolk circuit is deprived of the services 
of one who, for fifteen years and upwards, discharged the 
duties of hag of the ae, pr becca ed ~ 1. with 
an amount of energy, skill, and judgment n ly equalled, 
and certainly not surpassed; rj megane rw sb 
qualities were combined a courteous manner and a kindly dis- 

ion that materially helped to smooth the difficulties and 
Eichten the labours of a troublesome and onerous office, it is 
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not too much to say that Mr. Edgell’s loss will be 
no small one to those who through business were thrown into 
contact with him. Yet not by them alone will his loss be 
elt; the claims of friendship deserve a place, and if the testi- 
mony to Mr. Edgell’s value-as a public servant is strong, no 
less strong are the esteem and regard in which his memory is 
held by the Bar of the Norfolk circuit. Not to record those 
feelings would be as ungrateful as to forget his worth. 
WESTERN CrecuiT. 
DORCHESTER, 
March 6.—The commission was opened ia this town to- 
day by Mr. Justice Bytes and Mr. Serjeant Spee. There 
was only one cause entered for trial. 








APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Gzorar CaMpBELL, of the Bengal Civil Service, has 
been.appointed a judge of the High Court at Calcutta. 

Mr. Grorgr Brypers Ropney ANDERSON, of Ludlow, has 
been appointed a tual commissioner for taking the 
acknowledgments of val by married women, for the county 
of Salop. 

Mr. Henry Sweet Hoppine, of Worksop, has been ap- 
pointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
mae of deeds by married women, for the county of Notting- 

am, 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


*,* Just1cE.— We have purposely abstained from making the 
Bankruptcy Gazette affair a personal matter, and must there- 
fore be excused for not publishing your letter. The facts and 
names which you mention are matter of common notoriety. 





Waits Prouisition Bix. 

I am glad to find this bill is awakening the opposition it 
deserves. I understand the Chamber of Commerce here intends 
petitioning against it upon purely commercial grounds, en 
example which I trust will be followed by every other chamber 
of commerce and commercial body in the kingdom. A meet- 
ing of the profession here is convened for Monday next, to 
consider the bill, when no doubt they will petition against it, 
and I also hope that other law societies will do the same, 
Attorneys and solicitors, by explaining the operation of the 
Act to their commercial clients, could doubtless get up many 
individual petitions against the bill, which comes on for the 
second ing on the 17th inst., so that no time is to be lost. 
I have a copy of the bill before me, and in common with many 
of my professional brethren totally deny the preamble that “ it 
is desirable to protect debtors from being sued in the superior 
Courts of common law for sums not exceeding £20,” and could 
give reasons at length for so doing, but every attorney in any- 
thing like commercial tice can supply them himself. The 
second section of the bill (there are but two clauses altogether) 
provides that in certain cases a plaintiff may ae his action 
in his own county court, upon giving security to the regi 
in £10, to answer the defendant’s costs, but as the section 
stands it is quite inoperative for the purpose intended. What 
is the In ted Law Society doing ?—The Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Society is, I believe, moving in the matter. 
The measure, if passed, will as much, or more, affect the 
London agency houses, as the country attorneys. 

Bristol, March 5, 1863, JOHN MILLER. 





I have with much anxiety, watched the bill of Mr. Bouverie 
in this matter, and the questions if it passes into law, are—how 
will it affect the practice and business of solicitors? how will 
it affect the working of the county courts? and whether or not 
it will be beneficial to the community? Each of these questions I 
will give my views upon ; but I cannot proceed without alluding 
to the letter of G. W. G.” (ante, p. 347), whosays, What are the 
law associations doing? This question may easily be answered. 
They. are doing nothing, they are i a bill to have its 
course, which will ultimately, if no effort be made to oppose it, 
pass into an act; and which will, when materially affect 
the practice and profits of attorneys and solicitors, and | 
them of a material source of income. The associations 


believe pretend to protect the solicitors’ rights, but if this is an 
ill Dike eo ther ah take pation & vain 
and empty show. 


How will it affect the practice of solicitors? A great many 
saa cine nen wes gpa a part of their income 
from the practice of issuing writs debts under £20; then, 
when! it is considered that the profession of a 
highly taxed by the legislature, and in fact taxed higher than 
any other profession, surely the legislature ought to well con- 
sider the matter before they strip them of their fees. Their 
fees unlike other professions, are set to a fixed scale; they have 
to go through the hands and the scrutinizing penetration of a 
taxing master, and are in general cut down to a sum whieh is 
barely adequate to the amount of Jabour and learning expended 
in the matter. The attorney will now get instead of his usual 
costs of a writ and judgment by default, the Fast of 
fifteen shillings for matters under £20; and amount of 
labour which will fall to his lot for this trifle is—to prepare 
the particulars of demand; to attend the Court and enter the 
plaint; and then to attend the Court on hearing perhaps a 
whole day, and if the court in which the matter i heard 
is at a distance, perhaps in a distant county, still same 
and again the question is, will it not deteriorate the 
a solicitor, and give a helping hand to the disgraceful —— 
of the trade protection societies. These societies will be esta- 
blished faster than ever, and will have ts all over the 
kingdom, and will in time monopolise nearly all a 
for debts under £20, unless a respectable client th proper 
to recover his debt in a respectable and becoming way, and 
employ a solicitor, and pay him the extra expense out of his 
own pocket, which will be taxing the creditor instead of the 
debtor. This will be done unless some steps are immediately 
taken to oppose the bill. 

How will it affect the working of the county courts? ‘These 
haveas much, and more than they can well do now. They usually 
sit from ten till four, and it takes them from ten till eleven to 
call over undefended cases, then it takes them a long time; and 
Ihave known it to take them their whole time, to hear 
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to hear disputed cases. Then if this is the case, we shall have, 
if the Bill passes, a great number of plaintiffs with their wit- 
nesses attending, who have come from a great distance, and wil? 
have the satisfaction of hearing that their cases are adjourned till 
the next court, which will be a month, or in some cases two 
months. In fact there will be such an amount of bnsiness for 
the County Court Judges to do that in time} the Legislature 
willbe put to the expense of reconstructing the courts, and 
having additional judges and officers. 

Will it be better for the community? London houses who 
are in the habit of sending travellers into distant counties to 
get orders, must stop this practice, unless they are all paid for 
in cash, on account of the inconvenience, delay, and trouble in 
recovering the amount of their debts; and in all cases, where 
the debtor and creditor, live at any distance from each other, 
no credit can safely be given for the same cause. The ex- 
pence of the recovery will be but very little less, (but instead 
of finding its way into the solicitor’s pocket, it will be paid away 
in fees), for the fees of the county court are very high. Now, 
what are the fees of the county court? From the entry of the 
plaint to execution, for a debt say £19 10s,, they are as follows 

M plaint fee, £1 1s. ; hearing fee, £2 ; execution fee, £1 10s.; 
and the trifle of 15s., for the attorney; these fees amount to 
£5 6s., and in many cases there is no defence to the action. 
The question is, which course is the cheaj both to creditor 
and debtor, the writ or the plaint in the county court? You 
will all unite with me in saying the writ, 

Well, then, if this bill, if it passes into an Act, will cause these 
difficulties and deprive solicitors, attorneys, and even barristers 
of their fees and merited reward, let all, who are in any wag 
connected with the law, and those in the commercial wor! 
whom if affects, join with all energy of purpose in a strenuous 
opposition to the bill. E, A. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. 


I have looked in the Solicitors’ Journal every week in the 
hope that I should find some snswer to your correspondent 
“C.” who (on page 189) requests some information 
the intermediate examinations. This request, I have 
ie -mpeneed, in, alnoeh. tines: Vee hae 
“ One who hopes to pass,” 261), but I have not an 
answer to these enquiries. 1 hope some person who passed the 
in examination in January last, will reply to.them ° 
through the medium of your journal. PR. 
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the land, whilst they would be slow to do so simply because 
PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. a railway had been brought into their locality... They would 
eee not pay for a speculative advantage of that kind. If 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. principle such as that which had beer: alluded to were 
Monday, March 9. into operation, it should, in his opinion, be done by a public 


LanpEeD EstarEs AND Raltways. 

Earl Grey rose to move for the appointment of a select 
committee to inquire whether it was proper thatthe power 
already given to landowners to charge their estates with termin- 
able annuities, in order to raise money for the improvement of 
their land by draining and building, should be extended so as 
to enable them to raise money on similar terms for the purpose 
of taking shares in railways calculated to increase the value of 
their property; and further to enquire under what conditions 
and limitations such power ought to be granted, if given at all. 
Within the last few years, Parliament had given power to 
borrow money for drainageand building purposes on termin- 
able annuities secured on a prior rent-charge on land, if the 
owners could show to the satisfaction of the enclosure commis- 
sioners that the estate would be benefitted. A large sum of 
money had been raised accordingly, and land had derived great 
benefit from the outlay. It was now considered desirable that 
power to borrow money on like security, to take up railway 
shares, should be given if it could be shewn to the like autho- 
rities that the Jand would be benefitted b oe gee railways. 
In some cases it was known that arable | been benefitted 
by railways to the extent of 2s, 6d. an acre, and pasture to 
the extent of 6d. and Is. an acre; and he had even heard of 
land benefitted to the extent of 10s. acre, it having been sown 
with potatoes, which the railway conveyed to market. It was 
proposed that the proprietors of land should be enabled to take 
up shares to the extent of the increased value which it could be 
shown the property would derive from the line. It was pro- 
posed that no rent-charge should be imposed upon the land 
until the line was completed and opened, in a similar way in 
which the charges for other improvements were imposed. The 
scheme to which he had referred seemed to him to be a very 
feasible one, and one which was likely to be exceedingly advan- 

to landowners. There was great difficulty at present in 
raising capital for a line which did not pass to any great town, 
and which was not supported by some powerful company, and 
this arose to some considerable extent from the difficulty of 
getting sufficient assistance from owners of land through 
which the line passed. If landowners should have those 
powers to which he had adverted he contended that it 
should not be left to the committee in each case to grant 
them, but that there should be some general principle laid 
down by the house itself, though he agreed that the chairman 
of committees or some other authority should have the duty of 
looking into the question whether each particular line was of 
such a character as to call for the powers he had alluded to 
being extended toit. If the committee were granted he should 
wish that his own name should not be placed upon it, as he 
himself was personally interested in the object sought for in 
reference to a line which was about being constructed. 

Lord ReprsDAe said that the noble lord bad argued that 
what he had adverted to was the same principle as that which 
authorised the borrowing of money upon land for drainage 
Purposes, but in truth the principle was a very different one. 
Another circumstance was that this power, in reference to rail- 
ways, had never been asked fur down to the present session, 
when such power was sought in one instance only. Every line, 
therefure, in thekingdom had been made without the existence 
of any such power. ‘There seemed to be a very great incli- 
nation to allow power to charge settled estates, but in his 
opinion there was no kind of property which it was less 
desirable to give facilities for charging, especially since the 
passing of the Succession Duties Act. When a charge was 
made for drainage the amount was easily estimated; the works 
were not long in being executed, and the return was almost 
immediate. These characteristics, however, did not apply to 
railways. There was almost always a period of five years 
allowed to make a line, and it was seldom completed within 
that time. How would this operate in the case of the owner of 
& settled estate, who would have to make the whole advance, 
being for some years without having sixpence in return? 
ne a man who had a life interest charged his land for 

y works and died within a year of so doing. The con- 
sequence would be that the new tenant would have to pay 
interest for the borrowed for four years without the 
possibility of receiving any return during that time. If money 
were raised for draining land the consequence would be that 


£0 soon as the work was done the tenants would give more for 





Act, which could be inco in any private bill, He 
believed, however, that there would be very little advantage ‘in 
adopting the principle, and that if such an Act were 

many persons would soon regret that they had had any to 
do with it. 

Earl GRANVILLE said that the difference between the two 

hes which they a heard satisfied him that it was 
desirable that there should be an inquiry into this subject, and 
he should therefore agree with the motion of the noble earl, 
without, however, committing himself in the slighest degree 
upon the subject, upon which indeed he had not formed any 
opinion at present. It was most important that they should, if 
possible, remove some of the disadvantages which at present 
attached to settled estates. He thought that the question whe- 
ther the step proposed should be taken by means of private or 
of public legislation was one which should be inquired into by 
the committee, and they might suggest the course which they 
thought best. . He must say that he thought that it would be 
a great public disadvantage if the noble earl abstained from 
sitting upon the committee; and surely his being interested. in 
a-line was an inadequate reason for his not being upon the com- 
mittee. 

Earl Srannore agreed in the hope that the noble earl would 
be upon the committee; and he suggested that the committee 
should also inquire into the powers that existed for disposing 
of moneys which were in trust. The subject was akin to the 
one which had been referred to, and, in his opinion, the law 
as to the investment of trust moneys required tion. 

The Lord Cuance.xor said that in the session before last 
he believed an Act of Parliament was passed which gave very 
large powers to trustees respecting the investment of money 
There was a great deal of weight in the saying that coupled 
high interest and bad security; the rate of interest obtained in 
the funds was the standard of good security. Rte pe | 
speaking he should deprecate giving to trustees, charged wi 
the control over property belonging to owners who were not 
competent to form any personal opinion, extended powers of 
of investment, There was great difficulty in the question what 
railways should be included in the deseri —lines which 
conduced to the increased value of the land; and that was an 
inquiry which he should particularly deprecate being left to a 
committee, and he did not see his way clear to the question 
being made the subject of judicial inquiry with -_ amount of 
satisfaction. The matter, however, was one which demanded 
consideration, and, therefore, he agreed that the committee 
should be granted. ‘There were other points closely connected 
with this one which deserved inquiry. Suppose a man suc- 
ceeded as tenant for life to an estate, and found the farm- 
buildings in a dilapidated state, yet as the law stood he had no 
power to borrow money to build new farm buildings. He 
thought that the committee should not sanction the general 
principle of law being broken into by — being granted 
to parti companies in prosecution of speculative schemes, 
but that any principle agreed upon should be embodied 
in some general public Act. It was lamentable that one rail- 
way company should have certain powers, whilst another rail- 
way should have another set of powers; and this without the 
matter having been really brought under the notice o 
Parliament. 

After a few words from Lord Repzspaue and Earl Grex 
the motion for a select committee was agreed to. 


VoiunTEER Force Acts. 


Mr. Murus asked the Secretary of State for War whether. it 
was the intention of the Government to introduce any bill 
during the present session for the amendment or repeal of the 
Volunteer Act, 44th Geo. 3, c, 54. 

Sir G. Lewis said it was the intention of the Governmen 
to bring in an Act for the consolidation and amendment o 
the Volunteer Acts, and he hoped such a measure would be 
introduced before Easter. . 

Wednesday, March 11. 
AFFIRMATIONS Bru, 

Sir J, TRELAWNY, in moving the second reading’ of this 
bill, said that at present no person could give evidenre in a 
court of justice unless he took an oath, ~ ‘chi had, 
however, been made in the law of late year dal Gusher 
Moravians Separatists, and members of the Hebrew persna 
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sion, were allowed to make an affirmation in courts of justice 
in lieu of taking an oath. Still many practical absurdities 
remained, and a man might be in some cases a good witness 
on affirmation in civil and criminal cases, although he could 
not act asa juryman without taking an oath. It was. said 
that this was a bill for the benefit of sceptics, but this he de- 
nied. It was not a privilege to give evidence in a court of 
justice, but a duty that.a man owed the State. He contended 
that the testimony of a sceptic ought to he accepted quantum 
valeat. It ought not to be an objection to the competency of 
a witness that he did not believe in a future. state of rewards 
and punishments, but only an argument as to his ive 
credibility. A man was excluded from society and injured in 
@ thousand ways who came forward and declared that he did 
not believe in the existence of God. It might, therefore, well 
be argued that he came forward to tell the truth, But what 
the law did was to suborn and bribe the witness to tell a false- 
, that he believed in a state of rewards and 
punishments, when he did not. A man might evade the 
necessity of giving evidence by declaring himself an infidel, 
and the present state of things was altogether disgraceful to 
English law. The hon. baronet, having quoted the opinions 
of Sir G. C. Lewis, Jeremy Bentham, and others, in support 
of his argument, dwelt upon the anomalous condition of the 
law upon the subject as it affected England, Ireland, Scotland, 
ond India, and concluded by moving the second reading of the 
The ArToRNEY-GeNeRAL said he was not prepared to con- 
tend that the law upon this question ought to be different in 
different parts of the Queen’s dominions, and if the object of 
the bill had been to assimilate it, he should not have risen to 
oppose the measure. But he could not shut his eyes to the 
fact that the pith and substance of the bill were to be found 
in the second clause, and he was unwilling to do away with 
the security which was provided for arriving at truth. The 
history of the law upon the subject of oaths and their adminis- 
tration would show that the second clause would go much 
beyond that relaxation and modification of the law which had 
been sanctioned by precedent. Connected with all the 
changes which had been made tliere was one important con- 
dition which was entirely dissoci from the principle in- 
volved in the second clause, and that was the condition of 
religious belief in a Supreme Being and a future state of 
rewards and punishments. In common law no evidence was 
admissible which was not given under this sanction, though 
with regard to the form in which the sanction was given the 
law was justly tolerant. For instance, while a Christian took 
the oath on the New Testament, the Jew was permitted to 
take it on the Old, the Mahomedan on the Koran, the Hindoo 
by touching the foot of a} Brahmin, and the Chinaman, he 
believed, by breaking a saucer. It was not till the reign of 
William III. that the affirmation of the Quaker in civil cases 
only was made equivalent to the oath taken by other Foye 
and it was not until the 3rd and 4th of William LV. the 
affirmation of Quakers and Moravians was made admissible 
in all casos. By the Ist and 2nd Vict. c. 77, persons who 
had been Quakers or Moravians, but had ceased to be so, and 
yet still retained their religious scruples with regard to the 
taking of oaths, were allowed to make an affirmation just. as if 
they still remained in the sect. Bythe Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act of 1864, which was still further extended in 1861, 
it was made lawful for the judge, upon being satisfied of the 
sincerity of an objection to an oath, to allow the witness to 
make an affirmation instead, provided he first solemnly declared 
that the taking of an oath was, according to his religious 
belief, unla' Such was the state of the law at the t 
moment, and in all the changes that had been made religious 
belief was taken as an essential condition. Hitherto, there- 
fore, though the form might have been changed, the substance 
was retained; but if the House were to adopt the second 
clause they would introduce an entirely new principle. B 
the Common Law Procedure Act of 1854, and the Act which 
<apieiain 1861, the re ee neler oe nos the oath 
proceedi vi criminal, but present 
would extend tis Seivibage Yo any case in which persons 
might be called upon to take an oath, It was intended, 
therefore, to take in the case of jurymen, who at present would 
not be allowed to use the form embodied in the first clause. 


He had not heard of any general complaint from jurymen 
atter 











all included in the scope of the bill.. A great. of in- 
convenience would be thus introduced. Was ie ight. becainas 
by the Common Law Procedure Act the judges — 
who were men of great experi and d.be 
satisfied of the sincerity of the objection 
affirmation oe Fe sean ees ES 08 alte oh See 
whatever should be made j in this ? Me now 
came to the second clause, i 
departure from the principal of the old 
the sanction of religious belief, and of 
connected therewith, and ef 
create much inconvenience and evil, he felt it 
to object to the proposed enactment. The second clause.de- 
clared that any person who, by reason of immature age or want 
of or defect of religious belief, ought not, in the 
judge, to be admitted to give evidence on oath or 
affirmation, should be admitted to give evidence on a simple 
affirmation, At present, when a child was offered as a witness, 
if the Court was satisfied that, by reason. of immature age or 
from the want of proper parental control or instruction, the 
child had no sense of a future state of reward and punishment, 
the trial might be postponed and the child sent to the care of 
the prison chaplain until the next sessions, with the view that 
in meantime it might be brought into a fit condition to 
give evidence. The second clause of the bill did not in any way 
provide for that case; and yet, if the child was in the state he 
had described, it was not to be supposed by any reasonable 
man that the child could bein a condition, upon a simple 
affirmation, to speak the trath and nothing but. the 
a child was intelligent enough to understand the effect of the 
affirmation, it would be no great stretch of imagination to 
pose that in this country the child had been taught the rudi- 
ments of the Christian religion, and it was not among children 
that those rudiments had the least force. He 
the portion of the clause providing i 
for ; but he looked upoa that as the. minor portion, the most 
essential part being the proposed enactnient in cases of the 
want or defect of religious belief. He might observe that the 
machinery of the clause was defective, for one judge in one 
court might be of opinion that a man ought not to be per- 
mitted to take an oath, while another judge in another court 
might take a different view of the condition of the same man’s 
mind. But the main point was, that they were now called of 
to accept evidence in the absence of that assurance or guaran- 
tee for religious belief which had hitherto been looked-omas 
indispensable in courts of justice; and the objéct of which was 
to secure, as far as could be done by legitimate provisions, that 
the persons making statements in those courts by w. the 
rights and liberties of their fellow subjects were should 
be true witnesses. That result was by the existing , 
tained, thongh there might be.a few ee instances bay con- 
trary; and the proposed change would be productive of incon- 
veniences far greater than any which the bill would oa 
There was a class, and he feared a numerous ot 
persons who had such defective moral sense that — 
were not persuaded of the necessity of telling the tru 
simply as the truth, and who would not hesitate to state 
upon @ simple and bare affirmation that which was untrue 
if they fancied it their interest to do so, but who so far had 
a conscience that when an oath was administered an 
obligation not to depart from the truth. This was a circum- 
stance which those r ing the administration of 
practically, and not indulging in mere theories, not 
overlook. It was often: discovered that # witness attempted to 
evade the form of kissing the book, showing thereby that, 
though defective in moral sense, he felt the obligation of an 
oath; and reliance might be on the sworm testimony of 
such a person. The hom. and learned gentleman, after re. 
ferring to practical inconveniences likely to arise in the work- 
ing of the second clause of the bill, concluded a 
the bill be read @ second time that day six 

After a further discussion the House divided— 
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For second reading 6 9 J ese 86 
Against . * . . . . . . 142 
Majority * . 92s ici . ot 
PROVINCES. 
Bristot.—At a meeting of the profession, held at the 


Law Library, on the 9th ‘instant, 


' Bsq., in the chair, the 


Corn-street, 
Charles Bevan, pte in the 
House of Commons by Mr. Bouverie, for the issue 
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of writs by the superior courts, for the recovery of sums under 
£20, having been read by the chairman, 

It was unanimously resolved,—* That a sub-committee, con- 
sisting of the chairman, and Messrs. John Miller, Robert L. 
Vassall, A. Henderson, George Ley King, Charles Harris, with 
the secretaries of the Law Library Society, be appointed to 
prepare a petition in opposition to the bill, and to take the 
necessary measures for its signature and presentation; that they 
also be requested to prepare a corresponding petition to be 
handed to the several attorneys and solicitors of this city, for 
signature by their respective clients, and the public generally, 
and also to.put themselves in correspondence with any members 
of the lower house, through whom the practical objections to 
the bill may be impressed with some effect upon the house.” 








REVIEW. 


The Law List for 1863, Compiled by Wiir1am Wriixs 
Dasrac, of the Inland Revenue Office, Registrar of Cer- 
tificates. London: Stephens, Sons, & Haynes. 

A new edition of this work has just been published. Al- 
though it does not comprise any new features, it contains all 
the useful information which has appeared in former editions. 








' LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr. M. 21. Cookson, on Conveyancing, Monday, March 16. 


Mr. T. H. Happan, on Equity, Friday, March 20, 
The lectures will be resumed in November next. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
GAMBLE—On March 10, at 39, Lower Baggot-st, Dublin, the wife of 
Richard W. Gamble, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
MAY—On March 11, at 67, Russell-square, the wife of Bowen May, Esq., 


of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
COWEL—GARRETT—On Jan. 21, at Kidderpore Church, Calcutta, 
Herbert Cowel, Esq.,'B. A., Wadham College, Oxford, Barrister-at-Law, 
to a third daughter of Newson Garrett, Esq., Alde House, Aldeburgh, 


8 
GREY—HOLROYD—On Feb. 5, at the Cathedral, Calcutta, Edward Grey, 
-» Bengal Civil Service, second son of the Right Hon. Sir Charles 
Edward Grey, late Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Bengal, to 
Lucy Sarah, youngest daughter of the late Henry Holroyd, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. . 
THS. 


DEA . 
JOHNSON—On March 10, Harriett Elizabeth, the wife of Samuel George 
Johnson, of Faversham, Kent, Solicitor, in her 29th year. 
O’MEAGHER—On March 2, near Dublin, William O’Meagher, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-law, son of the late Denis O’Meagher, Esq., of Kilmoyler. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
By Messrs. Faneproruer, Crank, & Lye. 

Freehold valuable coal mining property, situnte in the forest of Dean, 
Gloucestershire, consisting of an undivided third part of a colliery known 
as New Bowson,” an undivided third part of another colliery, known 
as “ East ,” and aa undivided fourth part of another colliery, 
aoe it ry apy an raped of 1,200 acres, held under 
gran! e Crown, subject to a royatty of a penny per ton on coal 
raised.—Sold fur £1,300. { x ae 


LONDON GAZETTES, 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Faray, March 6, 1863, 
Mann, Edw, & Wm Mann, Manch, > f js 
pameek » Manch, Solicitors (E. & W. Mann.) Feb 23, 


GBindings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Farmar, March 6, 1863. 
ae ioe Ustumrep ix CHANcery. 
er Bertha Mine Company.—V. C. Wood will, on March 20 at 
3.30., proceed to make a call on contributories of this Company for one 
sixpence re. 
Fire Annihilator Company.—Petition for winding-up, presented March 5, 


3 
[ 
E 


per sha 
will be heard before the Master of the Rolis on March 14. Clarke & 
a e 
Mixon Great Consols Copper Mining Company.—V. C. Wood. Peremp- 
a hie eeeaags os cee ee ee ae 
pany, on or before March A 
Com Py 7, to R, P, Harding, 
New Wheal Vor and East Wheal Metal Mining Company.—Petition for 
mye a: Amar age! Feb 28, will be heard before the Master of the 





Unity General Assurance Association.—Order to wind up, Feb 28. M.R. 
R. P. Harding, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn, appointed Official Liquidator. 
ToxspaY, March 10, 1863, 
UNLIMITED IN ¥. 
Saxon Life Assurance Society.—V. 6 "y order fora 
call of fourteen shilli share, on all contributories of this Society, 


to be paid on or before rch 20, to W. Turquand, Official Manager, 
Tokenhouse-yard, 
South Lady Bertha Copper Mining Company.—V. C. Wood will proceed, 
on March 19 at 12., to settle the list of contributories of this Company. 
Limrrep In CHANCERY. 
Commercial Discount Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls has 
fixed March 19 at 12, for the appointment of an Official Liquidator of 


this Company, 
: Luurrep tn BANKRvpPTcY, 

Compressed Coal Company (Limited.)— Comm Holroyd will, on April 
22 at 11, at Basinghall-st, proceed to make a call on all contributories 
of this Company for £2 per share. 

Plumstead, Woolwich, and Charlton Consumers Pure 
(Limited.)—Comm Goulburn will, on March 18 at 12, 
— to make a call on all the contributories of this 

ave not fully paid up their shares, for £5 per share. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawar, March 6, 1863. 

Downes, Chas, Warwick-st, Charing-cross, Army Agent. March 5. 
Downes & Young, Warwick-st, Charing-cross. 

Evans, Morgan, Exmouth-st, Clerkenwell, Oil and Colourman. April 7. 
Backe, Bedford-row. 

—, Susan, Kirkby Lonsdale, Spinster. April 11. Gregg, Kirkby 
Lo ie. 

Gatacre, Harriet Constantia, St Chad, Salop, Widow. May 1, Nicholas 
& Pardoe, Bewdley. 

Hale, Rbt, High-st, St Marylebone, Butcher. May 7. Drake & Son, 
Walbrook. 


Hill, Wm, East Lpool, Victualler. April 10. Stockley & Wrigley, Lone. 

Honey, John, Ironmonger-lane, London, Accountant, March 25. Sole & 
Co, Aldermanbury. 

Mason, Wm, Stoke Grange, Chester, Farmer. May 9. Ford & Duncan, 


Water Comp:ny 
at Basinghall-st, 
Company who 


Chester 
Parker, Wm, Lieutenant, R.N., Haslar, Hants. April 6. Burrell, ay 7a 
Snowdon, John Brotherick, Norwich, Linen Draper, June 3. Fox, Nor- 


wich. 
Wilson, Thos, Patricroft, Lancaster, Gent, April 30. Cooper & Sons, 


Manchester. 
Torspay, March 10, 1863. 


Bremner, Alexander, Albion-rd, Holloway, Civil Engineer. 
Nicholson, Lime-st. : 
Cees, Jas, Balls Pond, Middix, Printer. April 15. Loxley & Morley, 
ea 


May 10. 


pside. 
Gore, Geo, Clifton, Bristol, Colonel. March 31. Cooke & Sons, Bristol. 
Gould, Sarah, Castle Cary, Somerset, Widow. March 21. Russ, Castle 


Cary. 

Griffin, John Hungerford, Woolwich Common, Major-General. March 30. 
Gregson, Angel-ct, \. 

Hamper, Wm, Threadneedle-st, Hosier. May9, Tayler, Gt St Helens. 

Hartley, Rchd, Lpool, Gent. April 30. Birkett & Anthony, Lpool. 

Hodgson, Septimus, Walcot-pl, Lambeth, Upholsterer. April 4. Chester, 
Newington Butts. 

Sharland, Thos Melhuish Comins, Cheriton-Fitzpaine, Devon, Tanner. 
April 21. Comins, Witheridge, Devon. 

St Leger, Antony Francis Butler, Berkeley-sq, Esq. June 10, Lake & 
Co, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Welsh, Jane Martha, West Brixton, Surrey, Widow. March 18. Chester, 


Newington Butts. 
Williams, Jas, Mare-st, Hackney, Custom House Agent. June 1, Madox 


& Wyatt, Clement’s-lane, City. 

Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 

Last Day of Proof. 
Friar, March 6, 1863. 

Adams, David, Berkeléy-mews, Cannaught-sq, Paddington, Job Master. 
March 20, Somers». Adams, V. C. Stuart. 
Baxter, Geo, Whitby, Gent. April 10. Scott v. Walker, V. C. Stuart. 
Coleman; Wm, Marlborough, ilts, Esq. March 19, Coleman v. Butcher, 


V. C. Wood, 
Knowles, Jos, Sheffield, Builder. March 20, Bagnall v. Heaton, M.R. 


Lee, John, Longport, Stafford. April 15. Lee v. Lee, V. C. Stuart. 
Rhodes, ser reus, Greenwich, Gent. March 20, Hughes v. Young, 


Shears, Daniel Towers, Bankside, Southwark, Copper Merchant. March 
28. Shears v. Dickenson, V. C. Wood. 
Wade, Kbt Forsyth, Belize, British Honduras, Mahogany Cutter. June 
27. Wade v. Nicholson, V. C. Wood. 
TogspaY, March 10, 1863. 


Bromell, Nicholas Phillips, Deptford, Shipwright.. April9. Skelton e. 
Arnold, V. C, Stuart. 
Griffith, Wm Glynne, Bodegroes, Carnarvon, Esq. Aprill0. Barrow v. 
Griffith, V. C. Stuart, % 
, Cambridge. April 9. Wand v. Wortham, M.R. 
3 De a Shields, Shipowner. April 11. Heslop v. Magnay, 
Shoolbred, Jas, Tottenham-ct-rd. April9, Barber v. Young, M.R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fray, March 6, 1863. 
ar hig eg High Burton, near Masham, York, Farmer. Feb 14. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripar, March 6, 1863. 


§ Maker. 17, Aast, 
Arestseng, Wai, keotan, Derby, Cabinet Feb 17, Amst. Reg 
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Ae ee ee ey Builder. Feb 16, Asst. March 3, 
Balls? Ip ean 9 . Feb16. Asst. Reg March 3 
Tocnener Fredk, Gilt Toy Maker, Feb6. Asst. Reg 


Pearch 4 
Bloor, Elia, Satto, near Maceleseld Proyision Dealer. Feb 19, Asst. 
‘arch 5, 
Bowditch, Alf, Blackfriars-rd, Corn Dealer. Feb 27. Asst. Reg March 4. 
Bower, Geo, Sheffield, Butcher. Feb 4. Asst. Reg March 4. 
Broadfoot, Wm, Ardwick, Lancaster, Draper. Feb 9. Ass. Reg March 3. 
ba AP ae Booth Nicholls, Birm, Paper Dealers, Feb 27. Asst. 


Davies, Rees, St Clear’s, Carmarthen, Draper. Feb 9. ee Reg. March 4. 
Hamilton, Jas, Manch, Saddler. Feb 28, Comp. Reg March 
ee — . Whitchureh, Glamorgan, Publican, Bes 6. aon, Reg 


Henderson, John, Manch, Draper. Feb9. Asst. Reg March 4. 
Hiatt, Jas Jesse, Stoke- upon-T rent, Draper. Feb 13. Conv. Reg March 4. 
Higgs, Wm, Finedon oe Ferrers, Northampton, Contractor. March 


3. Comp. Reg M 
Hudson, Arthur Gort, Bia Blackburn, Surgeon. Feb 6. Asst. Reg March 5. 
Jeans, Edwin, Ni , Bookseller, Feb 11. Asst. Reg March 3. 
Levy, rite Euston-rd, Middix, General Dealer, Feb 28. Asst. Reg 


Mann, Geo, Bradford, Grocer. March 2. Asst. .Reg March 5. 
Mead, Jas, a Selwood, Somerset, Hat Manufacturer. Feb 23. Asst. 


Reg Mi 
ae ‘ag Walter 3 Parker, Three ree Southwark, Hop Merchant. Feb 
I torship. Reg March 4, 
Owen, Joh n, Weston Sullingfield, ‘Salop, Tailor. Feb 10. Asst. Reg 


Popplewell, Hy, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Feb 10. Asst. Reg March 4. 

Webb, Rchd Wm, Jewry-st, Minories, London, Gent. Feb 28. Inspector- 
ship. Reg March 5 

hak mag Hy Jas, Hounslow, Middx, Grocer. Feb 26. Comp. Reg 


— a om yea within Manchester, Provision Dealer. Feb 9. 
Wien, John a Handsworth, Stafford, Commercial Traveller. Feb 26. 
Asst. Reg March 5 


‘Somes, March 10, 1863. 
Barlow, Matthew, Leek, Stafford, Builder. Feb 9. mors nat March 7. 
Buckroyd, Wm, Leeds, Grocer. Feb !0. Conv. x 
ba ag South ‘Skirlaugh, York, Saddler. ae ty Asst. Reg 


Clement, Hy, Bath, Ironmonger. Feb 11, Asst. Reg March 10, 

pines se Hy, Cannock, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 9. Conv. Reg March 9 
Cottam, Rbt, Wakefield, Grocer. Feb 14. Asst. Reg March 6. 

Eattell, ‘Thos, Swindon, Wilts, Baker. Feb9. Cony. Reg March 7. 

Fraser, Alexander Bristow, Bristol, General Commission Merchant. 


March 4. =“ Reg Marc! 
Griffiths, snr ednesbury, Stafford, Victualler. Feb 12. Comp, Reg 


March 9 
Howell, David, Cheapside, Attorney-at-Law. Feb 23. Cony. Reg March 6. 
bie va Cham Cattistock, Dorset, Stone Mason. March4. Comp. Reg 
a 
Murch, John Benj Reeve, Salford, Grocer. Feb 4. Asst. Reg March 6. 
Ol Elias, Newton Moor, Chester, Tailor. Feb 19. Ass, Reg March 6, 
Oldroyd, tag gy York, Waste Dealer. Feb 10. Ass. Reg March 6. 
Parsons, Thos, Manch, Silk Mercer. Feb 21. Asst. Reg March 9. 
— » "9 St George’s-st, East, Middix, Tailor. Feb 26. Asst, Reg 
arch 6, 
—. Hy, Manch, Dealer in Paper Hangings. Feb10. Asst. 


ee Chas, Gillingham, Kent, Pork Butcher, Feb24. Conv. Reg 
re! 
Young, Rbt, Durham, Grocer. Feb 11. Cony. Reg March 9, 


Bankruypts. 
Frrpay, Mar. 6, 1863, 
To surrender in London. 
Avery, Thos Geo, High-st, Staines, Middlx, Fishmonger. Pet March 3. 
March 23 at 1. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 
Beal, Thos, Wigmore-st, Cavendish-sq, Builder. Pet March 2 (for pau), 
March 24 at 11. Aldridge. 
op, Easton-st, Clerkenwell, Cab Driver. Pet March 4.(for pau). 
March 24 at 12. Aldridge 
Burchett, Geo, Isleworth, Midas, Builder. Pet March 2. March 24 at 
ll, Harrison & Lewis, Ol wry. 

Burkett, a 2 Widkeloseren, Cropley-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, 
Plumber. t March 2. March 23 at 1. Drew, New Basinghall-st. 
Calver, ™ Wm, Walthamstow, Essex, Draper. Pet Feb 23. March 24 

at 13. ones, Size-lane. 
Crooke, Edman Sam], Chigwell, Essex, Schoolmaster. Pet March 4, 
March 19 ut 2.30, Buchanan, Walbrook-buildings, 
Evans, Thos, sen, Priory -mews, Kilburn, Middix, Cow Keeper. Pet Feb 
March 19 at 2. Marshall & Son, Hatton-, “garden. 2 
Groom, Geo, Norwich, Shoemaker. Pet March 4, March 24 at 12, 


Hare, Old at 
. Theodore Maine, Margaret-st, Cavendish-sq, Commission Agent. 
Pet Feb 28. March 17 at 2. Chappell & Shoard, » Se emaggy 
Gwyer, Joseph Lush, Bridge-pl, Commercial-rd, Pec Dealer. 
Pet March 2. March 16 at 2. Marshall, Lincoln's fun-felda. 
Jennings, Fredk, Wheathamstead, Hertford, Plumber. Pet Feb 28, 
March 19 at 2.30. Letts, Bartlett’s-bui'dings, Holborn, and Lowe, St. 


pocangy 

Lawes, John, Providence-buildings, New Kent-rd, Beerseller. Pet March 
2. ‘arch 24atll. Bartley, Bartletts-buil Holborn. 

ey Bhagat Pet March 3, 24 at ll. Drew, 
—> row, Rotherhithe, Grocer. Pet March 4. March 

eee Jas, Lower mae Geese et Rotherhithe, Grocer, Pet March 8. 


24 at 12. 
ictoria-villa, St 2 2eregemn, Richmond, Pet 





Orth Wan 1p, Chil Fiaburys Sudder Pet Feb 26. March 16 

Pass, Horatio, Spring-ter. Wandeworth-ré, rd, Surrey, Dentist. Pet March 

4. March 24 at 12. Hanslip, John- st, Bed ford-row. 

Bg nee a Wm, North-ct, Farm Bailiff. Pet Feb 18, 
Wm lg Hammersmith 1 Pet March 3 

(for pau). March 23 atl. Ald ' 


). pa) Bromley. 
John, Shoe-lane, London, Waiter. Pet March 4, March 23 at‘1l. 
Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 
a Reha Jas, John-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, — Carver and Gilder. 
March 4. March 24 at 12. Godfrey, Sou! rete Vane 2 
senith, Chas Mortimer, Singer-ter, Forest-hill, out of business, Pet March 
4. March 23 atll. Lawrance & Co, Old Ji eee mn 

Smith, Edwin Matthew, Ivy Cottage, ree Clerk. 
Pet March 3. March 24 at 12. Wright, per: 

Turner, Wm, Enfield-highway, Middix, ‘Whanwright Pet 2. 
March 17 at 2.30. Wetherfield, M 

Wallis, Robt Eakins, Grange-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, Carpenter. Pet, 
March 4 (for er March 23 atl. Ald 

Watts, Thos, Admiral-ter, Vauxhall Bridge-rd, Tobacconist. Pet March * 
3. March 16 at 3. Pullen, Chancery-lane. 

Watson, Edw Mi ‘ottenham-ct-rd, Mantle Dealer. Pet March 4 (for 
pau). March 24at 12. Aldridge & Bromley. 

Welsh, Wm Augustus, Willow-lodge, Thistle-grove, Fulham-rd, — 
ton, of no business, Pet March 3 (for pau). March 23 at 11 


ridge. 
Winfield, John, Oakley-crescent South, King’s-rd, Chelsea, Traveller. Pet 
Feb 28. March 16 me 12. Marshall & Son, Hatton- 
Zurhorst, Cornelius Felix, Devonshire-ter, Notting- aaa, Dealer in 
Berlin Wool. Pet Feb 27. March 17 at 3. Baylis, Poul: 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Abrahams, Bn Luton, Bleacher. Pet Feb 21. Luton, March 19 at 12, 
Scargill, Luton 
Barnes, Mary Ann, Coventry. Pet Feb 26, Birm, March 18 at 12. 
Troughton & Co, Coventry, and Hodgson , Birm. 
Benson, Sarah, Windermere, Westmorland, Hotel. Keeper. Feb Il. New- 
castle- -upon-T ¢, March 18 at 11.30. Hoyle, N upon- 
— bey urton-upon-Trent, no business. Pet Feb 28. Burton, 
April 13 at 2. Barber, Stafford. 
Burdett, Edw Horatio, Little Peatling, es Ale Dealer. Pet March 
14.. Birm, March 20 at 12. James & 
— a, Cooper. Pet March 3. "Baiford, March 21 at 9.30. 
wan, Manc 
Clark, James, Wallsend, Northumberland, Copper Smelter. Pet March 2. 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne, March 18 at 12. B ee 
Clixby, Hy, ee incoln, Labourer. Pet March 
March 18 at 11 owlett, Kirton-in- Lindsey. 
Cottrill, Ed, Worcester, out of business. Fet an 4. Birm, March 16 
at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 
Cuthbert, Thos, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Pipe Manufacturer. Pet March 
2. Gainsborough, March 18 at 11, Hayes, 
David, Chas, Brighton, Carpenter. Pet Feb 28. Brighton, April | at 11. 
Bentley, Ship-st, Brighton. 
Denton, Joseph, Stoke-upon-Trent, Watch Maker, Pet Feb 27, . Stoke- 
upon-Trent, March 16 at 11. Welch, Congleton. 
Devonald, John, Pembroke Dock, Joiner, Feb 20, Pembroke, March 16 
at 10. 
Dewhurst, Jas, Southport, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Feb 26. Ormskirk, 
March 13 at 9.30. Parr, Ormskirk. 
“a Saml, & Josiah a Mold Green, nr ak 
ing Chemists. March 3, Leeds, March 23 at 1. 
Bond & Barwick. 


Haliax and 
Dormer, Richd, Berkeswell, mens SOR Pet March 4. Birm, 
March 18 at 12. Marshall, 
Dunwell, Sami, Darnall, nr Shemield, Potter. Pet March 5, Sheffield, 


March 25 at2. Mason, York and Sh 

Edwards, Thos, St James’s Churchyard, Bristol, out of business. Pet 
March 3. Bristol, March 27 at 1. Clifton & Brooking. 

Farr, Sophiah, , Southampton, Widow. Feb2l. Andover, 
March AT} 12. 


borough, March 30 at 2. " Wapol Gene” rE A 
Firby, Geo, Grewelth: , Butcher. Pet Feb 28, Ripon, Marck 
rin om, hm noche, 

Pet. Stoke-upon-Trent, March 


er hey ‘nomen Stoke-ty t. 

atll. 

Hal, Thos, Wolstanton, at so Pet March 4. Hanley, March 
21 ati2. E, & A. Tennant, Hanley. 

—o dg Carlisle, Commission Agent. Pet March 2. Carlisle, March 

at 12. Wannot, 

Harber, Joseph (and not Harper, as stated in last Gazette). 

Hodghinesn Sesal Hough, Hulme, Book-keeper. Pet March 3. Salford, 

March 21 at 9.30. Aywood, Manch 


ristopher, Whittlesey, ove Lag Pet March 2. 
» March 21 at 11. Wilders, W 

Lee, Alf, Gillygate, York, Painte r. Por arch $. Sick, March, 18 at il. 

Mason, York. 

Lewis, Richd, Bristol, Grocer. Pet March 3. Bristol, March 27 atl, 
, Ed, Thornbury, Gloucester, 8 . Pet March 2. Bristoly March 

2 Th Thornbury, Gaisford, i 

eal oh wibenckley, Bridgend, out of business. Pet Feb 27. Bridg- 

end, March 18 at 11. Goodere, Cardiff. 

Joseph, Rumney, nr Cardiff, Farmer. Pet March 2. Cardiff, 





Newman, Geo Geo Pear VE Victoria 
Feb 25, March 16 at 3. Rees, Copthall 
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Meech, Saml, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Shoemaker. Pet March 2. Wey- 
March 23 at 10. Howard, Weymouth. 
Moody, Alex Robt, Ferton, nr me Assistant Dispenser, Pet Feb 28. 
Portsmouth, March ano i. 
Nash, Christopher, Holmer, , Hereford, out of business. Pet March 2, 


Hereford, March h 25 at 10. Averill, Hereford. 
tae Joseph, Bilston, Stafford, Engineer, Pet, Wolverhampton, 
Devon, Wheel- 





March 23 at 12. Sheldon, Wednesbury. 
Petherick, Simon Lethbridge, Buckland, Monachorum, 
pase? Pet March 3. Tavistock, March 21 at 1. Carpenter & Luxton, 
Phoenix, Jas, Wolverhampton, Tobacconist, Pet. Wolverhampton, 
March 23.0612. Walker, Wolverhampton. 
Redburn, Geo, Lpool, Butcher. Jan 19. Lpool, March 17 at 3, Evans & 
Co, x 
Regains on, al pr Ny nag Agent. Pet March 3. Manch, 
49 at 12. Lela, 
Ridge, Joseph Chas, Sedgley, = A Victualler. Pet. Wolverhamp- 
ton, March 23 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverham 
Jas, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham, Shi: t. Pet March 
Sunderland, March 24. at 2. Simey, Sunderlan 
, Robt, Bristol, 3 Forte Manufacturer. Pet March 2. Bristol, 
ine. 
Wi nr Cardiff, Forge Manager. Pet March 3, Car- 
diff, March 18 at Ensor, Cardiff. 
Northampton, Labourer, Pet March 4, 
y, March 20 at 4. Pellatt, Banbury. 
Wakelam, Benj, Willenhall, Gun Cock and Gun Lock Stamper. Pet. 
Wolverhampton, March 23 at 12. Slater, Darlaston. 
Watts, John, Weston-super-Mare, Fisherman. Pet Feb_19. Weston- 
Mare, March 11 at 12, Taunton, Taunton, 
We i John, Wallingford, Berks, Schoolmaster. Pet Feb 27. Walling- 
ford, March 27 at 1. Thompson, Oxford 
White, Thos, Latterworth, Leicester, Butcher. Pet Feb 29. Lutterworth, 
March {8 at 12. Smallbone, Coventry. 
Wilford, Thomas Trotter, Toxteth-park, Liverpool, out of business. Pet 
March 4. Lpool, March 20 at 12. Husband, Lpool. 
Williams, Evan, Lianthew, Brecon, Cattle Salesman. Pet March 2. 
Bristol, March 20 at 11. Nalder & Bramble, Bristol 
inson, Thos, Bradford, Brewer. Pet March 4, "Bradford, March 17 
at 10.20. Hutchinson, Bradford. 
Wright, Jonathan, Darfield, York, Joiner. Pet March 2. Barnsley, March 
at2. Hamer, Barnsley. 
Zimmerman, John Joseph ‘ubert, Devonport, Victualler. Pet Feb 21, 
— March 25 at 12.30. Beer & Rundle, Devonport, and Hartnoll, 
ter. 


TcgspaY, March 10, 1863, 
To Surrender in London. 

Brundell, Thos, Fetter-lane, London, Green Grocer, Pet March 5. March 
24 at2. Holt, Quality-ct. 

Buck, John, Brighton, Frinter. Pet March6. March 24at1. Richard- 

son, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Catt,” Alf, Portobelio-rd, Seapam, Boot Maker. Pet March 6, March 
24ati. Apps, Grays’-iv 

Compton, David, Tollard Royal, Wilts, Farmer. Pet March 6, March 26 
at 12. Jones, New-inn. 

Dowsett, Rebt, Good Easter, Essex, Builder. Pet March 5, March 26 at 
12. Duffield, Cornhill. 

Easterbrook, Thos Ford, Grosvenor-rd, St John’s Wood, Grocer. Pet 
March 5. March 24 at 1. Treherne & Wolferstan, Gresham-st. 

Herriott, Wm Mosdell, Stainsby-rd, East India-rd, Victualler, Pet March 
6. Maren 24 at2. Wood, Coleman-st-buildings, 

Howitt, , Bentley, Southampton, Hay Merchant. Pet March 6. 
March 26 1 at 12, White, Danes-inn. 

dackson, Wm Hy, Rochford, Essex, Auctioneer. Pet March 5. March 
Slat il. Woodard, Fenchurch-st. 

Dominick, Elm-grove, Hammersmith, Omnibus Driver. 
March 6. March 24 at2. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Jessop, Chas, Artillery-pl, Woolwich, Baker. Pet March 3. March 23 at 
2. Marshall, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Kinsella, Joseph, Chester-st, Kennington-rd, Hatter. Pet March 6. March 
31 ati2. Binns, Trinity-sq. 

» Robt, Ireland’s-row, Mile End-rd, Auctioneer, Pet March 6. 
March’ 31 at 12. Surr & Gribble, Abchureh- lane, 
Thos Stapleton, Dame-st, Islington, Woollen Agent. Pet March 

3. March lene, 1. Treherne & Co, Gresham-st. 

Lyle, Robt J es-st, Covent- rden, arch uu). 
March 24 at 1. ev e be eaten 
~ my Meriey. Ituckinge Kent, Clerk, Rector of Ruckinge. 

ech 24 atl urton, ° 
ion & Co. Astor, t ancan & M » Bloomsbury, for Fur 
ohn, New-st, Brompton. ¥ 

val baa a s, Basinghalieg, Pork Butcher, Pet March 4, 

ar 0, Queen-st, Edgeware-rd, Grocer. 
23 va 2. aifarahall, Lincoln’ ‘s-inn-fields. ree ee 

Sasse, Fre > i-ter West, Old Brompton, Clerk in the Foreign 
Office. Pet March 5, March 23 ati2, Harrison & \ Aostnboe 

Saunders, John Amm, Old Manor-st, Chelsea, Builder. Pot Jan 5 (for 

et... March se 1, Aldridge. 

unders, Thos, Printing-house-lane, Blackfriars. Carpen reh 
3 {for pau), March 23 at 12. Aldridge. nite Siig 
ry, Enrico Guiseppe Augusto Giovanni, Gibson-sq, Islington, out 


of business, Pet March 5. Murch 24 at 1, T 
4 reherne & Wolferstan, 


Pet 


—_ Robt, Swaffham, Attorney-at-Law. Pet March 2. March 24 at 
Tyler imesal, am ae for Marcon, Swaffham. 
’ Canal-pi, ent-rd, Builder. Pet March 5. March 24 at 
Buchanan, Basinghall- st. 


Richardson- st, me ere | Fellmonger. Pet March 6, 


» Thos, 
March 24 at i, Swan, Doctors’-com 
Seemmales nase, 


Attoe, Rbt, Old Catton, i Lime Barner, Feb 17. Norwich, March 


Wattil. Sadd, Norwic 
—% > Abberley, an ile Farmer. Pet March6, Birm, March 
BA. | Wiem, Worence, Wright, Pp M h 
i wi . 
- "in > ay Cle et March 2. Birm, April 13 at 
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wm ‘m, , Rutland, Beorseller. Pet March 6. “Oakham, 
March 23 at 2. Law, Stamford. 
win, Sheffield, Maltster. March 7. Birm, March 23 at 12. Under- 
hill, Wolyrhmptn, and Green, Birm. . 
Bowden, Joseph, Atherington, 5 vate Farmer. Pet March 5. Barnstaple, 
March 30 at 12. Bromham, B 
Clark, Joseph, Birm, Cab Dover Pet March 3. Birm, April 13 at 10. 


, Birm. 
Clayton, Rbt, Manch, Boot Maker, Pet March 6. Manch, March 23 at 
9.30, Partington, Manch, 
Pet March 7. 


Coster, Geo, & Jas Milne, Delnen: to-tinere, 53 Shocotehtr 
Coupe, Saml, Oldham, Tailor. Pet March 4, Oldham, March 19 at 12. 





Manch, March 24 at 11. Smith & Boyer, Man: 
‘Ascroft, Oldham 
Denton, Nathaniel, Cueto 14 Lanestter, Satis. Pet March 6° Salford, 
28 at 12. Sutton, Bi 
Exley, Wm, York, Currier. Pet March 5, York, “March 24 at ll, Gll& 
18 at 2. Marratt, Doncaste: 
Freegard, Jas, Marlborough, Wilts, Supervisor. 
10. Cardinal, Halstead. 
Harriott, yao Birm, Engraver, 
March 7. Manch, Mareh 23 at 11. 
Boote, Man 
Howell, Hy, Birm, out > rab von Pet March 2, Birm, April 13 at 
pridd, March 21 at 11. Linton, Aberdare 
taple. 
Law, Jas, Th e, Yerk, Joiner. Pet March 3. Holmfirth, Aprit 
March 26 at 3. Whitehead & French, Cambri 
arlisle, March 25 at 12. 
Naylor, Jno, Winterton, Lincoln, Machine Maker. 
Bygott, Barton-on-Humber. 
Sheffield, March 25 at 2. Broadbent, Sheffield. 
Duke, 
Pet March 7, Kingston-upon-Hull, March 
Pridgeon, Hy Read, Honiton, Baker. Pet March 4. Honiton, Murch 26 
24 at il. Duncans & Co, Lpool. 
Pet March 4, _King- 
Short, Wm, Couingsby, Lincoln, fe me oa 
Stagg, Sheffield, Tile Manufacturers, Pet March 
il. Dodge & Wynne, Lpool. 
A Liverpool, 
erpool, 
Tunstall, Thos, Coleshill, Warwick, Wheelwright. 
Whiley, Jas, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fisherman. Pet March 6. Gt Yarmouth, 
March 25at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
March 24 at 11. Howard, Weymouth, Terrell, Exeter, 
Woosnam, Rehd, Westbury, Salop, Farmer. Pet 
Hud- 
dersfield, March 23 at 10, ‘Learoyd, Huddersfield. 
1863. 
Clay arent, , Wm, Conway-mews, Hampstead-st, Fitzroy-sq, Dealer in Horses. 
Feb 


Dean, Jno, Higher Walton, Chester, Wheelwright. Pet March 4. Warring- 
March 21 at 9.30. Leigh, Ma 
Eldrid, Ed Hards, Horsham, ian Veterinary Surgeon. Pet March 3. 
Smith, York, 
Frappell, Jas Hy, Bedminster Bows, Somerset, Limeburner, Pet March 
6. 
March 20 at 11, Holloway, Pewsey, and Ienderson, Bristol. 
Haigh, Wm, Stretford, Cooper. Pet March 6, Salford, March 21 at 9.30, 
Allen, B 
Hodgson, Ral a South wry te Sant; Pet Feb9. South Shields, March 
10. Powell & Son, Birm. 
Ponty- 
Lakeman, Jno, Barnstaple, Draper. 
13 at 10, Booth, 
Milbourne, Jas, Coxtele, Draper. Pet March 5, 
Morrell, Geo, Bristol, Baker, Pet Feb 27. Bristol, March 20 at 11. Hen- 
on-Humber, March 31 at 11. 
Pet March 6. 
Picker, Chas, Lincoln, Grocer. 
Powell, EAw, Hereford, Fishmonger. Pet March5. Hereford, March 25 
atll. Floud, Exeter. 
R Fredk, Kingston-w Hall, Merchant. 
Ross, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Brewer’s Traveller. Pet March 4. Swan- 
March 23 at 11. Brown & Son, Li 
Sheffield, March 28 at 10. Fernell, Sheffield. 
Tagman, Jas Evans, Merchant, Liverpool. Pet March 3, 
Solihall, 
March 23 at 12. Cufaude, Gt Yarmouth. 
Pet March 2. Leeds, 
White, Stephen, Piddlebinton, Dorset, Farmer. 
Woolstencroft, John, Warrington, Hair Dresser, and Poulton- a er 
23 at 12. Clarke, Shrewsbury, Reece, Birm, 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Toxspay, March 10, 1863. 
Middlesex, 


ton, March 23at 12. Edleston, Nantwich. 
Edwards, Thos, Henley, cotert, Builder. Pet March7, Hanley, March 
Housham, March 26 atl. Rawlison, Horsham 
Fields, Rchd, Wrool, Lincoln, bas silaas Pet Feb 25. Thorne, March 
Bristol, March 27 at 1. Hill, Bristol. 
Pet March 9, Bristol, 
Gray, Hy, Braintree, Essex, Butcher. Pet March 2. Braintree, March 21 
Swan, Manch. 
Pet Feb 25. Birm, April 13 at lo, 
Helm, — each, Yarn Agent. 
25 at 12. wiby, South Shields. 
Jones, Isaac, Lianvabon, Glamorgan, Innkeeper, Pet March 7. 
Pet March 3, Barnstaple, March 30 
at 12. Bencraft, Barnstay 
firth, 
Lockwood, Jno Wm, Cambridge, Cabinet Maker, ig March 6. Cambridge, 
Donald, Carlisle, 
derson, Bristol. 
Pet March 7, Barton- 
Parkin, Norman Pennett, Sheffield, Cabinet Case Maker. 
—s Thos, Birm, Gun Percyssioner. Pet March 3. Birm, April 13 at 
23 at 12. Toynbee, Lincoln. 
at 10. Gwillim, Hereford. 
Robertson, Nathaniel, Lpool, Master Mariner. Pet March 6. Lpool, Mareh 
pon 
ston-npon-Hull, March 25 at 12. Hearfield, Hull. 
sea, March 23 atll. Goodere, Cardiff. 
Pet March 7. Horncastle, 
Stage, Thos, & Wm Hy 
Sackestl Wim John, Lpool, Merchant. ‘Pet March 3. Lpool, April 1 at 
April t at 11. Dodge & Wynne, Liv: 
Pet Feb 19. 
March 26 at 10.30. 
Whitaker, John, Burley, nr Leeds, Milk Dealer. 
Pet March 7. Exeter, 
head, Farmer. Pet March 6. Manch, March 23 at 11. Grandy, Manch 
6. Birm, March 
Wright, Taylor, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer. Pet Feb 28. 
Friary, March 6. 
Wheaton, Reha, Tottenham, Merchant's Clerk. March 4. 





BANKRUPTCIES IN IRELAND, 
Gemmell, Jas, Belfast, Starch Manufacturer. To surr March 20 and April 
Wooly, John, Kingscourt, Cavan, Leather Seller, To surr March 20 and 








